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Abstract 
 
The Hungary-Slovakia-Romania-Ukraine ENPI Cross-border Cooperation Programme 2007-2013 is one of the 
most successful programmes under the European Neighbourhood Policy Instrument. Romania as one the participating 
countries is involved with three counties namely Satu Mare, Maramures and Suceava. The main objective of the 
Programme is to intensify and deepen the cooperation in an environmentally, socially and economically sustainable way 
between the involved territories. The issues of sustainable development and environmental protection are among the 
central topics. The first call for proposals was one of the success of the Programme for instance because in this 
Programme were signed the first grant contracts out of all the 13 ENPI programmes. The results can be only positive, 
especially in the environmental sector where as we know pollution knows no borders but solutions have to cross them. 
 
Keywords: ENPI, cross-border cooperation, environment, Satu Mare, Maramures. 
 
 
 
1. Introduction 
 
The Hungary-Slovakia-Romania-Ukraine 
ENPI Cross-border Cooperation Programme will be 
implemented during the programming period 2007-
2013 of the European Union. The Joint Operational 
Programme (JOP) is based on the joint planning 
effort of all four participating countries and is aimed 
to provide a framework for the activities which will 
lead to a more intense and deeper social and 
economic cooperation between regions of Ukraine 
and regions of Member States sharing common 
border. 
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The 2007 ENPI CBC Strategy Paper 2007-2013 
sets out the EU’s general policy and objectives for the 
cross border cooperation activities. These are: 
 To promote sustainable economic and social 
development in the border areas; 
 To work together to address common 
challenges, in fields such as environment, 
public health, and the prevention and fight 
against organized crime; 
 To ensure efficient and secure borders; 
 To promote local “people-to-people” type 
actions. 
The overall objective of the programme was 
formulated as follows:”to intensify and deepen the 
cooperation in an environmentally, socially and 
economically sustainable way between Zakarpatska, 
Ivano - Frankivska and Chernivetska regions of 
Ukraine and eligible and adjacent areas of Hungary, 
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Romania and Slovakia”. Already from the content 
of the overall objective it is visible that 
environmental issues are a considered very 
important. The topic of sustainable development as 
we will see is included in the priorities and 
measures and it is also horizontally treated. The 
achievement of the overall objective of the proposed 
strategy is envisaged by implementing measures that 
contribute to the achievement of the objective by 
their expected results. Foreseen measures are 
grouped into priorities.The aim of each priority has 
been established, as follows:  
Priority 1: Promote economic and social 
development. Knowledge transfer and practice-
sharing to promote joint developments of businesses 
and increase turistic attractiveness of the area. The 
measures grouped to address the aim of the priority 
are the following ones:  
 Harmonised development of tourism 
 Create better conditions for SME’s and 
business development 
Priority 2: Enhance environmental quality. 
To enhance the quality of air, waters, soil and forestry 
resources and reduce risks of damages on natural 
environment. The measures grouped to address the aim 
of the priority are the following ones: 
 Environmental protection, sustainable use 
and management of natural resources 
 Emergency preparedness 
Priority 3: Increase border efficiency. To 
increase efficiency of border management on the 
Ukrainian border. The measure that addresses the 
aim of the priority is the following one: 
 Improvement of border-crossing transport 
infrastructure and equipment at border 
controls 
Priority 4: Support  people to people  
 
cooperation . To improve the effectiveness of public 
services and increase mutual understanding of various 
groups of the society. The measures grouped to address 
the aim of the priority are the following ones:  
 Institutional cooperation 
 Small scale “people to people” cooperation 
Each measure of a priority is expected to 
contribute to the achievement of the aim of the 
priority and, through this, to the attainment of the 
overall objective of the programme.  
Financial allocations among the various 
priorities of the programme seeks a relatively 
balanced approach regarding the ENPI’s priorities 
and reflect, on one hand, the relative importance of 
the various problems as expressed by the partners 
involved. In general, fund distribution among the 
priorities follows a balanced approach, however, 
border management – mainly border accessibility – 
issues have been considered as most crucial 
conditions for further development and cooperation, 
therefore related priority enjoys the highest 
allocation of resources. The programme area is 
located on the Hungarian-Slovak-Romanian-
Ukrainian border, and includes the following 
territorial units: Szabolcs-Szatmár-Bereg and 
Borsod-Abaúj-Zemplén (Hungary), Košický and 
Prešovský (Slovakia), Maramureş, Satu-Mare and 
Suceava (Romania), Zakarpatska, Ivano–Frankivska 
and Chernivetska (Ukraine). Suceava and 
Chernivetska are included on the basis of special 
rules. The programming area covers 32% of Slovak 
Republic, 14% of Hungary, 8% of Romania and 6% 
of Ukraine. The programme area includes 
approximately 598.9 km joint border with Ukraine 
which covers fully the Slovak-Ukrainian (97.9 km) 
the Hungarian-Ukrainian (134.6 km) and partially 
the Romanian-Ukrainian (366.4 km) border lines. 
 
 
 
Figure 1. The eligible area of the programme (Source – Joint Operational Programme) 
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2. Environment and nature 
 
In geographical terms some parts of the 
programming area, i.e. parts of Szabolcs-Szatmár-
Bereg, Ivano-Frankivska and Zakarpatska regions 
are lowlands, the central area and the eastern parts 
are hilly or mountainous. 
The water reservoirs of the described territory 
belong to the Danube and the Tisa basins. The 
annual average flow of most of the rivers show 
significant differences during a year and the flood is 
a real danger for the population of the region which 
could not be prevented several times in the last 
years, as a supposed consequence of, inter alia, the 
non-sustainable use of mainly forestry resources in 
the catchment area. Thus, flood control remains one 
of the major problems in the eastern part of 
Tisza/Tisa basin. In Romania, besides the flood 
problem, landslides are considered as the main 
source of emergency. As result of high floods 
erosion of riverbanks endangers inhabited land 
several cases. 
Mining activities – both current and 
abandoned mines - also represent serious threat 
mainly on water quality both locally as well 
stretching out in impact to a regional scale, too. 
The programme area has rich bio-diversity 
with relatively well-preserved ecosystems. Protected 
areas on a multilevel system can be found with 
significant natural and cultural values. Several parks 
are situated in the described area. The Carpathian 
Mountains covering the most of the territory present 
a unique natural ecosystem that is of very important 
European value. Several park systems were created 
for preserving and protecting beautiful landscapes.  
Three biogeographical regions are concerned 
within the programme area: the Pannonian, the 
Continental and the Alpine. 
In the participating Member States the 
“Birds” and “Habitats” Directives for the NATURA 
2000 areas constitute a solid legal basis for the 
protection of rare and endangered species and 
natural habitats. In the programme area several 
special protection areas (SPA) and important bird 
areas as well as Sites of Community Interest (SCI) 
are designated in order to protect plants and animals 
and their habitats. 
Additionally, relative isolation of immediate 
border zones provided favourable, undisturbed 
living conditions for a number of rare and 
vulnerable species. By today the only habitats for a 
number of those endangered plants or animal 
species are the areas where the movement of goods 
and people was restricted. (“borderzone-effect”). 
Agricultural use of land is characteristic in the 
area. The prospects and actual scenarios of the 
development of the agricultural sector therefore 
heavily impacts the quality of the natural 
environment, thus the attractiveness of the area in 
general. 
As a conclusion, it can be stated that the 
region is endowed with unique natural resources 
whose exploitation may considerably contribute to 
the economic development of the area, mainly by a 
developing tourism industry. However, the 
vulnerability of the systems requires cautious 
approach and the strict application of the 
sustainability principles. 
 
3. Environmental infrastructure 
 
The most decisive factors that affect the 
environmental situation in the programme area are 
the following: 
 insufficient water management (insufficient 
capacity of sewage system and waste-water 
treatment plants), 
 inadequate waste management, 
 road transport, 
 industrial emission (coal-heated power 
plants). 
Concerning the Romanian part almost 80 % of 
the urban population has access to drinking water 
and sewage public networks; the situation in the 
rural areas is really critical. The system of public 
utilities is in a bad condition, with regard to the 
drinking water supply (average accessibility 20%) 
and to the sewage system as well, in Satu-Mare only 
2.4%, in Suceava 3.1% and in Maramureş 5.6% of 
the rural population is connected to public services. 
Investments are required in order to preserve the 
ecosystem since the waste produced by households 
and public institutions, the wide deforestation 
actions and pollution are factors, which still 
deteriorate the environment.  
 
4. Sustainable development 
 
Socio-economic development and integration 
of the border regions are to be conducted in such a 
way that socio-economic and environmental 
sustainability is ensured. The respective strategic 
framework, based on the SWOT analysis requires 
that all measures recognise and appropriately utilise 
the environmental strengths of the border regions, 
without harming the environment of the area. In the 
frame of the programme, interventions are made to 
respond to weaknesses and threats that have been 
identified in relation to the environmental 
conditions.  
All other interventions of the programme are 
also designed in such a way – by means of 
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objectives, eligibility and selection systems – that 
any deterioration of the environmental conditions in 
the regions is avoided and contribute to economic 
and social benefit. 
The analysis has shown that the creation of 
waste products in the programme area has been a 
growing problem in recent years. The major aim of 
the Programme is to intensify and deepen 
cooperation between eligible and adjacent regions of 
the programme area in an environmentally, socially 
and economically sustainable way following the 
provisions of the EU’s Gothenburg Agenda. 
It is obvious that Priority 2 will lead to a 
distinct improvement in the environmental nature of 
the Programme Area. It is also important that 
projects funded under the other three priorities have 
positive economic and social effects, in line with the 
principles of sustainable development. 
 
5. Priorities of the programme 
 
Priority 2: Enhance environmental quality. 
Measures and activities implemented within this 
Priority are expected to achieve the aim described in 
previous sub-chapter of the programme, 
contributing this way to its general objective. 
In order to maintain focus on both areas, 
improvement of the quality of the environment and 
improved preparedness for natural emergencies are 
addressed by separate measures, as follows.  
Measure 2.1.: Environmental protection, 
sustainable use and management of natural 
resources. 
Aim of the measure: To preserve and 
improve environmental qualities and the richness of 
ecosystems and promote actions and developments 
that ensure sustainable use of environment on the 
long run. 
Rationale: 
Measure intends to support partnership-based 
projects that contribute to a lasting improvement of 
environment or preservation of its values. In 
accordance with the aim of using the area’s unique 
existing assets to boost economic development 
through tourism, measure has a strong emphasis on 
nature protection issues. Besides, factors as water 
and soil is focussed on, while air quality 
improvement is rather restricted to help reduce 
impacts of traffic in larger towns and border 
crossings and to share experiences on reducing and 
controlling industrial pollution. 
On a pilot basis, use of renewable energy 
sources will also be encouraged and assisted to help 
provide both job opportunities for rural population 
(e.g. by using bio-mass) as well as promoting the 
idea of sustainable use of resources.  
Although needs for high level investment in 
environmental systems (e.g. wastewater treatment, 
solid waste management) would well be justified in 
the programme area, limited scope of current 
programme does not allow for the implementation 
of substantial investments. Instead, emphasis is put 
on helping to improve operations and management 
performance, to set up systems, networks or 
strategies and programmes as well as carry out 
feasibility analyses of key investments.  
However, on a pilot basis, some physical 
investment opportunity will be provided too. 
Indicative list of activities: 
 Improving the management of natural 
resources, including natural park and 
forestry management 
 Protection of landscape, biodiversity and 
eco-systems  
 Promoting ecologically sustainable use of 
natural resources 
 Improvement of water quality and 
protection of water resources 
 Joint planning activities and possibly pilot 
projects on consolidation of the eroded river 
banks  
 Development of technologies for 
rehabilitation of ecosystems following mine 
exploitation. 
 Joint planning activities in the field of 
environmental protection and management 
 Establishment of pilot infrastructure and 
network for renewable energy production 
(wind, biomass and geo-thermal sources)  
 Improvement of air quality 
 Joint recycling initiatives 
 Planning and design of effective waste 
collection and processing systems 
 Planning and design for effective treatment 
of wastewater including alternative ways 
 Survey and planning of site cleanups 
 Small scale actions of communities and 
civil organisations aiming to enhance 
responsibility, increase knowledge and raise 
awareness to environmental and nature 
protection issues 
Indicative type of beneficiaries: 
 Regional, local administrations and their 
institutions in charge of environment and 
energy 
 National authorities and their non-profit 
institutions in charge of specific regional 
environmental and nature protection issues 
(branch-offices or other bodies with 
regional responsibility, e.g. national park 
authorities)  
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 Non-profit organisations with environmental 
profile 
 Non-profit service providers in the 
environmental sector 
 Universities and partnerships comprising 
partners from the ones listed above. 
Indicative type of costs financed: 
Investment (works) on a pilot (limited) basis, 
provision of services and purchase of equipment on 
a pilot (limited) basis 
Measure 2.2.: Emergency Preparedness.  
Aim of the measure: To improve 
preparedness of the authorities and inhabitants of 
the border region for the management of emergency 
situations caused by natural disasters such as floods, 
fires, avalanches and landslides as well as industrial 
accidents generating cross-border pollution impact 
and to improve the effectiveness of environmental 
monitoring activities.  
Rationale: 
Due to the geographical and natural situation 
– great forest reserves, rivers with great seasonal 
differences in water supply, mountainous areas, – 
potential impact of environmental disasters 
represent serious risk on the population and 
businesses of the area. Industrial emissions are not 
systematically controlled either, therefore accidental 
emergencies could easily have serious cross-border 
impacts. Experiences on preparing for and managing 
environmental emergency situations have also 
accumulated by responsible authorities of the 
cooperating countries.  
Cooperation between the organisations, 
including sharing experiences and linking existing 
systems would result in a considerable increase in 
effectiveness of the forecast, monitoring and 
management systems, reducing substantially the 
risk.  
Indicative list of activities: 
 harmonising activities in the field of flood 
prevention (creation and/or harmonising of 
flood forecast system, establishment of 
water catchment area level monitoring 
systems for this purpose, joint development 
of staff, structures and strategies) 
 Setting up joint early warning systems for 
fire, avalanches, or other natural disasters 
incidents 
 Strategic and technical planning and 
establishment of joint monitoring systems 
on environmental (air, water, soil) 
pollutions 
 
 Table 1. Allocation of ENPI funds between priorities and measures (Source – Joint Operational Programme) 
Priorities % of the total budget in € 
PRIORITY 1: 
Promote economic and social development 
15 10,295,742 
1.1. Harmonised development of tourism 10 6,863,828 
1.2. Create better conditions for SMEs and business 
development  
5 3,431,914 
PRIORITY 2: 
Enhance environmental quality 25 17,159,571 
2.1. Environmental protection, sustainable use and 
management of natural resources 10 6,863,828 
2.2. Emergency preparedness  
 
15 10,295,742 
PRIORITY 3: 
Increase border efficiency 30 20,591,485 
3.1. Improvement of border-crossing transport infrastructure 
and equipment at border controls 
30 20,591,485 
PRIORITY 4: 
Support people to people cooperation 
20 13,727,657 
4.1. Institutional cooperation 
 
15 10,295,742 
4.2. Small scale “people to people” cooperation 
 
5 3,431,914 
Technical assistance 
 
10 6,863,828 
Total: 
 
100 68,638,283 
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Indicative type of beneficiaries: 
 Regional, local administrations and their 
institutions in charge of environmental 
management and monitoring  
 National authorities and their institutions in 
charge of environmental management and 
monitoring  
 Non-profit organisations with 
environmental profile and partnerships 
comprising partners from the ones listed 
above. 
 
 
 
SWOT - NATURAL ENVIRONMENT 
 
 
STRENGTH: 
 
 Rich biodiversity and relatively well-
preserved ecosystems 
 Numerous nature protection zones (national 
parks, natural reserves) 
 Areas listed by the UNESCO 
 Improved quality of environment due to the 
decrease in heavy industry and to the 
dissemination of environmentally sound 
technologies 
 Appropriate agricultural endowments in 
extensive areas of the region (plough-fields, 
forests, pastures, etc.) 
 
 
WEAKNESSES: 
 
 Incomplete technical and biological 
recultivation of old environmental burdens 
 Insufficient waste management 
infrastructure and sewage treatments  
 High number of water-courses with 
insufficient water quality (contaminated 
ground waters) 
 Insufficient joint planning, programming 
and monitoring in the field of natural 
environment protection 
 Lack of joint flood protection structures and 
strategies 
 Over exploitation of forestry resources  
 Lack of extensive and good joint monitoring 
networks on environment (air, water, soil) 
pollution 
 Lack of cooperation in the field of nature 
protection, education 
 
OPPORTUNITIES: 
 
 Improving joint monitoring of environment 
and cross border nature protection 
cooperation 
 Use of new technologies and utilization of 
renewable resources of energy – geothermal 
energy, energy of biomes, wind energy, 
mainly in rural areas 
 Compliance with Natura 2000 requirements 
in the programming area 
 Increasing effectiveness of environmental 
and nature protection initiatives 
 
 
THREATS: 
 
 Lack of harmonized investment support 
schemes (UA) 
 Lack of proper mechanism for 
environmental legislation implementation 
 Escalation of environmental problems  
 Surface and ground water quality is 
endangered by the economic activities  
 Increasing amounts of sewage water and 
communal waste in settlements in the 
border area  
 Relatively high risk of serious natural 
disasters 
 Inappropriate nature protection and forestry 
management 
 Low level of environmental investments 
 
 
 
Analysis of the first call for Proposals 
 
The overall indicative amount of 13,333,333 
EUR was available under this Call for Proposals 
from Community contribution. The date of the 
publicatipon of the first call was 16.06.2009. 
The deadline for the submission of 
applications was 22 September 2009. The total 
number of submetted Applications was 148. 
The Joint Monitoring Committee meeting had 
taken place in Satu Mare on 20.04.2010. Most of the 
Grant Contracts with Romanian Beneficiaries were 
signed at the end of the year 2010.  
Some projects had an implementation period 
of 12 months with finalisation in December 2011 
others 24 months with finalization in December 
2012. 
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Table 2. Number of Partners by country per measure under the first call 
Priority 1. Promote economic and 
social development 
2. Enhance environmental 
quality 
4. Support people to people 
cooperation 
                   Measure  
 
 
 
Country 
1.1 
Harmonised 
development 
of tourism 
1.2 
Create better 
conditions for 
SMEs and 
business 
development 
2.1 
Environmental 
protection, 
sustainable use 
and management 
of natural 
resources 
2.2 
Emergency 
preparedness 
4.1 
Institutional 
cooperation 
4.2 
Small scale 
"People to 
people" 
cooperation 
Total 
HU 20 10 21 4 23 18 96 
SK 11 6 8 1 14 9 49 
RO 15 8 17 3 23 10 76 
UA 28 16 31 8 39 26 148 
Total 74 40 77 16 99 63   
 
 
In order to interpret in a correct way the 
statistical data shown by table 2 it has to be clear 
that as a basic rule in all the projects has to be a 
Partner from Ukraine and one from an EU Member 
State.  
In this way the big number of Ukrainian 
Partners is a must.  
Comparing the number of Partners from the 
Member States we can see a serious Romanian 
Participation with 39 submitted projects under 
Priority 2. 
Table 3 says that the total ENPI contribution 
requested within the 1st Call for Proposals was 
55,271,931.85 Euro.  
The biggest amount among the measures has 
been requested for Measure 2.1 Environmental 
protection, sustainable use and management of 
natural resources namely 19,342,990.92 Euro 
. 
 
 
Table 3. Total ENPI contribution requested within the first Call for Proposals 
Measure 1.1 
Harmonised 
development of 
tourism 
Measure 1.2 
Create better 
conditions for SMEs 
and business 
development 
Measure 2.1 
Environmental 
protection, sustainable 
use and management 
of natural resources 
Measure 2.2 
Emergency 
preparedness 
Measure 4.1 
Institutional 
cooperation 
Measure 4.2 
Small scale 
"People to 
people" 
cooperation 
8,997,187.00 € 4,395,821.94 € 19,342,990.92 € 6,573,079.91 € 13,694,803.02 € 2,268,049.06 € 
 
 
 
Comparing the results concerning the 
requested amounts for different measures based on 
fig. 2 we can state that with 35% Measure 2.1 
Environmental protection, sustainable use and 
management of natural resources is on the first 
place, so for this aims the funds are the most 
needed.  
Taking into account this fact the Joint 
Monitoring Committee decided to increase the 
allocation for the first call from the planned 
13,333,333 Euro to 16,687,074.42 Euro. For 
environmental purposes the difference is more than 
1.7 million Euro as it is show in table 4. 
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Figure 2. Requested amounts for different measures (%) under the first call 
 
 
Table 4. Indicative allocation for the first call for proposals 
Priority & Measure Indicative allocation Proposed increased allocation 
Priority 1 3,333,333 4,243,308.75  
Measure 1.1 2,222,222 2,823,509.91  
Measure 1.2 1,111,111 1,419,798.84  
Priority 2 5,555,555 7,257,414.39  
Measure 2.1 2,222,222 2,997,355.73  
Measure 2.2 3,333,333 4,260,058.66  
Priority 3 4,444,444 5,186,351.28  
Measure 4.1 3,333,333 4,017,813.74  
Measure 4.2 1,111,111 1,168,537.54  
TOTAL 13,333,333 16,687,074.42 
 
 
47 Applications were recommended for award. 
 
1.1. 1.2 2.1 2.2 4.1 4.2 
9 5 4 3 10 15 
 
18 Applications were recommended for reserve list. 
1.1. 1.2 2.1 2.2 4.1 4.2 
3 3 2 3 4 3 
 
62 Applications were not recommended for award. 
 
1.1. 1.2 2.1 2.2 4.1 4.2 
28 19 33 6 54 24 
ENPI contribution requested per measure 
16%
8%
35%
12%
25%
4%
1.1 Harmonised development of
tourism
- 8.998.687 EUR
1.2 Create better conditions for
SMEs and business development
- 4.395.822 EUR
2.1 Environmental protection,
sustainable use and management
of natural resources
- 19.486.016 EUR
2.2 Emergency preparedness
- 6.593.080 EUR
4.1 Institutional cooperation
- 13.823.267 EUR
4.2 Small scale "People to people"
cooperation
- 2.132.640 EUR
DARABOS József Attila./ProEnvironment 5(2012) 25  - 34 
 
 
 33 
6. Case studies in Satu Mare and Maramures 
counties 
 
One of the winning projects under Measure 
2.1 has as Romanian Partner the Transylvanian 
Charpatian Society Association from Satu Mare. 
The final goal of the project is to launch the 
establishment of a local Nature Park in Ukraina 
(Bereg) and in Romania (Satu Mare) according to 
the Szatmár-Bereg Nature Park of Hungary. Several 
year-long preparatory work preceded the 
establishment of the Szatmár-Bereg Nature Park, 
containing of survey and documentation of the 
unique landscape values, elaboration of the proposal 
of their nature conservation management plan, 
collection of the basic information of each 
settlement, designing and elaboration of information 
website, designing and production of posters, maps, 
brochures, cards and mobile exhibition.  
According to the data surveyed we have 
completed the professional documentation of the 
Szatmár-Bereg Nature Park accepted by the 
Ministry of Environmental Protection and Water 
Management. Thanks to that we are going to 
officially announce the Szatmár-Bereg Nature Park 
in January of 2010. Improving further and managing 
the Nature Park is our main task.  
Our further goal is expanding the Nature Park 
towards Ukraina and Romania. The governmental 
nature conservation is rather underdeveloped there, 
many natural values have not been surveyed and not 
been protected yet. Their interpretation is not at all 
worked out. The local organizations there have 
decided to undertake this task and with our help will 
follow our example.  
Our goal with the help of this application is 
launching the survey and documentation of the 
natural and cultural values, the preparation of papers 
and management proposals and elaboration of the 
interpretation system of these values. In Ukraine the 
entire survey of the natural values and the creation 
of the personal and infrastructural background 
would start.  
In Romania, the survey of unique landscape 
and natural values, the make out of management 
proposals, the completion of website and 
preparation of brochures and exhibitions on natural 
and cultural values would start. 
Later on the union of the three parks would 
take place. 
Another project with participation of Baia 
Mare City Council planned the following project 
implementation process: 
 putting into practice permanent 
consultations between representatives of 
Ivano-Frankivsk and Baia Mare 
Municipalities in the area of common 
interests in municipal waste management; 
 introduction of new methods and forms of 
training, especially mastering of Romanian 
language by those persons who deal with 
issues of cross border and international 
cooperation, as well as by those who are in 
charge of Project implementation; 
 development of Multilateral Strategic Plan 
for municipal waste management in Ivano-
Frankivsk and the of neighboring region 
settlements, as well development of a Plan 
for operation and maintenance of the 
municipal waste landfill; 
 performing ecological monitoring and risk 
assessment of the municipal waste landfills 
in Ivano-Frankivsk and Baia Mare; 
 performing detailed technical inventory of 
municipal waste burial site/disposal site; 
 creation of an open market for community 
and private partnership in the field of 
collection and transportation of municipal 
waste; 
 development of a sustainable business plan 
with clearly specified institutional forms 
and roles of stakeholders, monitoring 
system and risk management strategy; 
 preparing of informational and training 
materials required to increase awareness of 
population in the context of the Project; 
 Preparing of action plans by local 
stakeholders that justifying local needs and 
technical support required. 
 
Conclusions 
 
The Hungary – Slovakia – Romania - Ukraine 
ENPI Cross - border Cooperation Programme 2007-
2013 has a basic target to strengthen the cooperation 
between Member states and Ukraine having a 
common border.  
The eligible area includes Satu Mare, 
Maramures and Suceava counties. Suceava county 
in this Programme is only an adjacent area with 
limited access but it is an eligible area with full 
rights in the Romania – Ukraine - Moldavia ENPI 
Cross-border Cooperation Programme 2007 - 2013. 
Even in HUSKROUA Programme the limitations 
were reduced under the third call. One of the most 
important cooperation fields is environmental 
protection, sustainable development.  
Till 1989 Satu Mare and Maramures were 
rather isolated counties of Romania with lots of 
environmental problems especially in Maramures 
because of the mining industry. After the change in 
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1989 to be near to the border with other countries 
started to became an advantage especially for Satu 
Mare with Hungary. He accession process and later 
to became a member of the European Union created 
even better conditions for cross border cooperation. 
The analysed Programme helps to cooperate with a 
non Member State namely Ukraine.  
Satu Mare has a lot of cross border 
cooperation projects under Hungary-Romania 
Programme, therefore their motivation was not that 
big as in the case of Maramures county which has as 
one of the most important possibility to access funds 
for cross border cooperation. That’s the reason why 
nearly double number of Applications came from 
Maramures county.  
The first mentioned project shows the way 
how Hungarian experience is given further for 
Romanian stakeholders concerning nature 
protection. In the other one  
Romanian know how is shared with 
Ukrainian Partners concerning waste management. 
The results can be only positive, especially in the 
environmental sector where as we know pollution 
knows no borders but solutions have to cross 
borders. 
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